~ February 27, 1985 —

Mr. J. V. Parrish (Mail Drop 1023)
Vice President Nuclear Operations
Washington Public Power Supply System
3000 George Washington Way

P.0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT FOR THE WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2 (TAC NO. M90836)

Dear Mr. Parrish:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 134 to the Facility
Operating License No. NPF-21 for WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2. The amendment
consists of changes to the Technical Specifications (TS) in response to your
application dated October 31, 1994.

The amendment modifies the TS to (1) add two action statements that would
provide allowed outage times for either one or both of the scram discharge
volume (SDV) vent or drain valves less stringent than the current requirements
of TS 3.0.3., and (2) change the surveillance requirements for the SDV vent
and drain valves to conduct the testing during shutdown conditions rather than
at power as currently required.

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. A notice of
jssuance will be included in the Commission’s next regular biweekly Federal
Register notice.

Sincerely,
Original signed by:

James W. Clifford, Senior Project Manager
Project Directorate IV-2

Division of Reactor Projects III/IV
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

February 27, 1995

Mr. J. V. Parrish (Mail Drop 1023)
Vice President Nuclear Operations
Washington Public Power Supply System
3000 George Washington Way

P.0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT FOR THE WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2 (TAC NO. M90836)

Dear Mr. Parrish:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 134 to the Facility
Operating License No. NPF-21 for WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2. The amendment
consists of changes to the Technical Specifications (TS) in response to your
application dated October 31, 1994,

The amendment modifies the TS to (1) add two action statements that would
provide allowed outage times for either one or both of the scram discharge
volume (SDV) vent or drain valves less stringent than the current requirements
of TS 3.0.3., and (2) change the surveillance requirements for the SDV vent
and drain valves to conduct the testing during shutdown conditions rather than
at power as currently required.

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. A notice of
issuance will be included in the Commission’s next regular biweekly Federal

Register notice.

Sincerely,

nges W. Clifford, Senior Project Manager

Project Directorate IV-2
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket No. 50-397

Enclosures: 1. Amendment No.134 to NPF-21
2. Safety Evaluation

cc w/encls: See next page



Mr. J. V. Parrish
Washington Public Power Supply System

cc:
Mr. J. H. Swailes

WNP-2 Plant Manager

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

G. E. C. Doupe, Esq. (Mail Drop 396)
Washington Public Power Supply System
3000 George Washington Way

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Mr. Frederick S. Adair, Chairman
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
P. 0. Box 43172

Olympia, Washington 98504-3172

Mr..D. A. Swank (Mail Drop PE20)
WNP-2 Licensing Manager

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Mr. Paul R. Bemis (Mail Drop PE20)
Regulatory Programs Manager
Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2
(WNP-2)

Regional Administrator, Region IV
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Harris Tower & Pavilion

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400
Arlington, Texas 76011-8064

Chairman

Benton County Board of Commissioners
P. 0. Box 69

Prosser, Washington 99350-0190

Mr. R. C. Barr

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. 0. Box 69

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

M. H. Philips, Jr., Esq.
Winston & Strawn

1400 L Street, NW.
Washington, DC 20005-3502



UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
DOCKET NO. 50-397

NUCLEAR_PROJECT NO.
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 134
License No. NPF-21

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by the Washington Public Power
Supply System (licensee) dated October 31, 1994, complies with the
standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act) and the Commission’s regulations set forth in 10
CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate ih conformity with the application, the
provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations:

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission’s regulations and all applicable requirements
have been satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Speci-
fications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment and
paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-21 is hereby
amended to read as follows:

99030460230 750227
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(2) Jechnical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised
through Amendment No. 134 and the Environmental Protection Plan
contained in Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in the license.
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the
Technical Specifications and the Environmental Protection Plan.

3. This amendment is effective immediately and is to be implemented within
30 days after the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

JaZes W. C]lfford Senior Project Manager

Project D1rectorate IvV-2
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: February 27, 1995



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT
AMENDMENT NO. 134 70 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-21

DOCKET NO. 50-397

Replace the following pages of the Appendix A Technical Specifications with
the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by amendment number and
contain vertical lines indicating the areas of change. The corresponding
overleaf pages are also provided to maintain document completeness.

REMOVE INSERT

3/4 1-4 3/4 1-4
3/4 1-5 3/4 1-5
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

3/4.1.3 CONTROL RODS

CONTROL ROD OPERABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.1.3.1 A1l control rods shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY:

ACTION:
a.

OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS 1 and 2.

With 1 control rod inoperable due to being immovable, as a result of
excessive friction or mechanical interference, or known to be
untrippable:

Within 1 hour:

1.

1.

a)

b)

c)

Verify that the inoperable control rod, if withdrawn, is
separated from all other inoperable control rods by at least
two control cells in all directions.

Disarm the associated directional control valves** either:
1) Electrically, or

2) Hydraulically by closing the drive water and exhaust
water isolation valves.

Comply with Surveillance Requirement 4.1.1.c.

Otherwise, be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.

Restore the inoperable control rod to OPERABLE status within 48
hours or be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.

With one or more control rods trippable but inoperable for causes
other than addressed in ACTION a, above:

If the inoperable control rod(s) is withdrawn, within 1 hour:

a)

b)

Verify that the inoperable withdrawn control rod(s) is
separated from all other inoperable withdrawn control rods
by at least two control cells in all directions, and

Demonstrate the insertion capability of the inoperable
withdrawn control rod(s) by inserting the control rod(s) at
least one notch by drive water pressure within the normal
operating range*.

Otherwise, insert the inoperable withdrawn control rod(s) and
disarm the associated directional control valves** either:

*The inoperable control rod may then be withdrawn to a position no further
withdrawn than its position when found to be inoperable.

**May be rearmed intermittently, under administrative control, to permit
testing associated with restoring the control rod to OPERABLE status.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 1-3



REACTIVITY CONTROL S?STEMS
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

ACTION (Continued)
a) Electrically, or

' b) Hydraulically by closing the drive water and exhaust water
isolation valves.

2. If the inoperable control rod(s) is inserted, within 1 hour,
disarm the associated directional control valves** either:

a) Electrically, or

b) Hydraulically by closing the drive water and exhaust water
isolation valves.

Otherwise, be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.
3. The provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable.

c. With more than eight control rods inoperable, be in at least HOT
SHUTDOWN within 12 hours.

d.* With one or more SDV vent or drain line with one valve inoperable,
1. Isolate™ the associated line within 7 days.
2. Otherwise, be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.

e.* With one or more SDV vent or drain lines with both valves inoperable,
1. Isolate®™ the associated line within 8 hours.

2. Otherwise, be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.1.3.1.1 The scram discharge volume drain and vent valves shall be
demonstrated OPERABLE by:

a. At least once per 31 days verifying each valve to be open,* and

b. At least once per 92 days cycling each valve through at least one
complete cycle of full travel.

*These valves may be unisolated under administrative controls.

**May be rearmed intermittently, under administrative control, to permit
testing associated with restoring the control rod to OPERABLE status.

*Separate ACTION statement entry is allowed for each SDV vent and drain line.

*An isolated line may be unisolated under administrative control to allow
draining and venting of the SDV.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 1-4 Amendment No. 134
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

4.1.3.1.2 When above the low power setpoint of the RWM and RSCS, all
withdrawn control rods not required to have their directional control valves
disarmed electrically or hydraulically shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by
moving each control rod at least one notch:

a. At least once per 7 days, and

b. At least once per 24 hours when any control rod is immovable as a
result of excessive friction or mechanical interference.

4.1.3.1.3 A1l control rods shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by performance of
Surveillance Requirements 4.1.3.2, 4.1.3.4, 4.1.3.5, 4.1.3.6, and 4.1.3.7.

4.1.3.1.4 The scram discharge volume shall be determined OPERABLE by
demonstrating:

a. The scram discharge volume drain and vent valves OPERABLE at least
once per 18 months by verifying that the drain and vent valves:

1. Close within 30 seconds after receipt of an actual or simulated
signal for control rods to scram, and

2. Open when the actual or simulated scram signal is reset.
b. Proper float response by performance of a CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST of

the scram discharge volume scram and control rod block level
instrumentation after each scram from a pressurized condition.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 1-5 Amendment No. 134
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REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

CONTROL ROD MAXIMUM SCRAM INSERTION TIMES

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.1.3.2 The maximum scram insertion time of each control rod from the fully
withdrawn position to notch position 6, based on deenergization of the scram
pilot valve solenoids as time zero, shall not exceed 7 seconds.
APPLICABILITY: OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS 1 and 2.

ACTION:

a. With the maximum scram insertion time of one or more control rods
exceeding 7 seconds:

1. Declare the control rod(s) with the slow insertion time
inoperable, and

2. Perform the Surveillance Requirements of Specification 4.1.3.2c.
at least once per 60 days when operation is continued with three
or more control rods with maximum scram insertion times in
excess of 7 seconds.

Otherwise, be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 12 hours.

b. The provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4,1.3.2 The maximum scram insertion time of the control rods shall be
demonstrated through measurement with reactor coolant pressure greater than or
equal to 950 psig and, during single control rod scram time tests, the control
rod drive pumps isolated from the accumulators:

a. For all control rods prior to THERMAL POWER exceeding 40% of RATED
THERMAL POWER following CORE ALTERATIONS* or after a reactor shutdown
that is greater than 120 days.

b. For specifically affected individual control rods following maintenance
on or modification to the control rod or control rod drive system**
wh;ch cogld affect the scram insertion time of those specific control
rods, an

c. For at least 10% of the control rods, on a rotating basis, at least
once per 120 days of POWER OPERATION.

*Except movement of SRM, IRM, or special movable detectors or normal control
rod movement.

**Demonstration may be performed at reactor coolant pressure less than 950 psig
provided the measured scram insertion times are within established 1imits based
on reactor coolant pressure and provided the test is repeated at greater than
950 psig prior to exceeding 40% of RATED THERMAL POWER.

WASHINGTON NUCLEAR - UNIT 2 3/4 1-6 Amendment No. 129



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 134T0 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-21
WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2
DOCKET NO. 50-397

1.0  INTRODUCTION

By letter dated October 31, 1994, the Washington Public Power Supply System
(WPPSS, or the licensee) submitted a request for changes to the Technical
Specifications (TS) for Nuclear Project No. 2. The proposed changes modify
the TS to: (1) add two action statements that would provide allowed outage
times (AOTs) for either one or both of the scram discharge volume (SDV) vent
or drain valves less stringent than the current requirements of TS 3.0.3., and
{2) change the surveillance requirements for the SDV vent and drain valves to
conduct the testing during shutdown conditions rather than at power as
currently required.

2.0  BACKGROUND

The purpose of the scram discharge volume (SDV) is to serve as a collection
volume for reactor coolant displaced by the control rod drive (CRD) pistons
during a scram. The SDV is described in Section 4.6.1.1.2.4 of the WNP-2
Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). During normal operation, the SDV vent
and drain valves remain open to allow operational leakage from the CRDs to
drain from the SDV to the reactor building equipment drain sump. This ensures
that a sufficient air volume is available in the SDV at all times to allow a
complete scram. The SDV vent lines are open to the reactor building
atmosphere to assure proper drainage of the SDV.

The SDV consists of header piping that connects to the scram outlet valves of
each control rod hydraulic control unit (HCU) and drains into an instrument
volume. There are two headers and two instrument volumes, each receiving
approximately one-half of the 185 CRD piston discharges. The two instrument
volumes are connected to a common drain line, which has two redundant air
operated isolation valves in series. Similarly, the two headers are connected
to a common vent line having two redundant air operated isolation valves in
series. The drain line is hard piped to the reactor building equipment drain
sump, and the vent line is hard piped to a reactor building floor drain sump,
with the discharge pipe below the water level. Except for two test
pushbuttons, which are used for valves stroke timing, there are no controls in
the control room for operating these valves. The valves are located in the
reactor building and may be operated locally. They close automatically upon

052 950227
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receipt of a scram signal to isolate the SDV to prevent leakage of reactor
coolant past the CRD seals from entering the reactor building equipment drain
sump following a scram. The valves also close automatically upon loss of air
to the valves or electrical power to the associated solenoid pilot valves.
Following a scram, the valves will reopen automatically when the scram signal
is reset.

The two redundant automatic isolation valves in each SDV vent and drain line
provide assurance that the SDV will be isolated during a scram, thereby
limiting the amount of reactor coolant discharged to the reactor building
drain sumps. The NRC staff review of the consequences of a structural failure
of the SDV following a scram is discussed in NUREG-0803, "Generic Safety
Evaluation Report Regarding Integrity of BWR Scram System Piping." In the
NUREG safety evaluation, the NRC staff concluded that, for a bounding leakage
case corresponding to a rupture of the SDV, offsite doses would be well within
the 10 CFR Part 100 reference values, and that adequate core cooling would be
maintained. The failure to isolate one or more SDV vent or drain lines is
bounded by the NUREG evaluation.

In order to permit control rods to insert completely during a scram, an
adequate free volume must exist in the SDV to accommodate the water displaced
by the CRD pistons as the control rods are inserted into the reactor. As a
precautionary measure, the reactor will automatically scram if the water level
in the SDV instrument volume exceeds the high level setpoint. This assures
that the reactor will shut down while an adequate air volume remains in the
SDV to support full insertion of the control rods. The SDV high level scram
can be manually blocked only when the reactor mode switch is in the "Shutdown"
or "Refuel"” positions. This permits the control room operators to reset the
scram signal, which automatically reopens the SDV vent and drain valves to
drain the SDVs. Water level in the SDV is detected by both float-type level
switches and differential pressure (dp)-type level trainsmitters. Separate
level switches actuate a high level alarm in the control room and establish a
control rod withdrawal block condition before reaching the SDV high level
scram setpoint. This gives operators time to take corrective action before
the scram occurs.

During normal operation, the only expected source of leakage into the SDV is
from CRD seal leakage past the scram outlet valves. This leakage is typically
maintained at very small values because excessive leakage past the scram
outlet valves would cause the control rods to drift. A drifting control rod
can initiate a rod block, as well as a scram, if the associated trip setpoints
are exceeded. If the SDV drain lines were isolated, SDV level would increase
due to normal scram outlet valve leakage. The leakage rate was estimated in
Reference 4 to be approximately 40 gallons per hour. As discussed in WNP-2 TS
Limiting Safety System Settings Bases 2.2.1.8, "Scram Discharge Volume Water
Level - High," each SDV instrument volume provides 64.9 gallons of margin
between the high level alarm and the high level automatic scram setpoints.
Hence, the level increase allows approximately 1.6 hours to respond to the SDV
high level alarm in the control room before actuation of the automatic scram.
This is ample time to take action to reduce a SDV instrument volume level to
prevent the scram.
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Currently, WNP-2 TS do not provide a specific AOT for the CRD system SDV vent
and drain valves to allow time for restoration should one of these valves
become inoperable. If one or more of the valves are discovered to be
inoperable, an immediate plant shutdown would be required in accordance with
Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.0.3. This situation limits plant
operational flexibility, and increases the risk of a plant scram and
challenges to safety systems if the plant were required to shut down
immediately for this condition.

3.0 EVALUATION

The Ticensee proposes to amend TS 3.1.3.1 to include the following AOTs for
the SDV vent and drain valves:

d.* With one or more SDV vent or drain lines with one valve
inoperable,

1. Isolate™ the associated line within 7 days.

2. Dtherwise, be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12
hours.

e.¥ With one or more SDV vent or drain lines with both valves
inoperable,

1. Isolate®™ the associated line within 8 hours.

2. Otherwise, be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12
hours.

#Separate ACTION statement entry is allowed for each SDV vent and
drain line.

#*an isolated line may be unisolated under administrative control
to allow draining and venting of the SDV.

Proposed TS Action Statement 3.1.3.1.d prescribes actions if one of the two
redundant valves in an SDV vent or drain line becomes inoperable. With one or
more SDV vent or drain valves inoperable, the isolation function would be
maintained since the redundant valve in the affected line would perform its
safety function of isolating the SDV. The proposed action statement would
allow 7 days to repair the inoperable valve or to isolate the affected line.
If the affected 1ine is not isolated within the 7 day time period, the
licensee would then be required to proceed to HOT SHUTDOWN in the next 12
hours. The staff considers the 7 day AOT acceptable because of the low
probability of the concurrent events of a scram within the 7 days of the AOT
and a failure of the redundant valves. Alternately, if the inoperable valve
was initially closed, the staff expects that ample time and warning would be
available to drain the SDV before the automatic scram due to SDV high level

would occur.
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The licensee has further proposed to treat each vent and drain line separately
by permitting entry into separate Action Statements for each vent and drain
Tline. This is consistent with the improved TS (ITS). The staff considers the
licensee’s proposal acceptable.

Proposed TS Action Statement 3.1.3.1.e would permit the licensee to take up to
8 hours to repair two inoperable valves on the same vent or drain line, or to
manually isolate the affected line. If this requirement is not met, the
licensee would then be required to be in HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 12
hours. The staff considers this proposed Action Statement acceptable because
(1) the probability of a scram during the allowed outage time of two valves is
acceptably Tow, and (2) in the event of a scram, the release of reactor
coolant to the reactor building through the affected vent or drain line can be
terminated by resetting the scram, which would close the scram outlet valves,
or by manually closing the isolation valves located on each SDV vent and drain
line. Also, as discussed above, in the event that a vent or drain line were
isolated due to inoperable valves, the staff expects that ample time and
warning would be available to drain the SDV before the automatic scram due to
SDV high level would occur. The licensee also proposed to treat each entry
into the Action Statement for each set of vent or drain lines separately, as
described in the ITS. The staff considers this acceptable.

Following isolation of one or more SDV vent or drain lines, the licensee
proposed to allow opening of the affected lines under administrative controls
to permit draining and venting the SDV. This operation would allow any
accumulated water in the line to be drained, to preclude a reactor scram on
SDV high Tevel. The staff has evaluated this change and finds it to be
acceptable, since the remaining operable SDV vent and drain valves would close
automatically on a scram signal to isolate the 1ines. If both valves in a
line were inoperable, the reactor coolant release could be terminated by
resetting the scram from the control room, or by locally manually closing the
valves. Resetting the scram automatically closes the scram outlet valves,
isolating the CRD discharge path to the SDV.

The licensee proposes to amend TS Surveillance Requirement 4.1.3.1.4.a to read
as follows:

The scram discharge volume shall be determined OPERABLE by
demonstrating:

a. The scram discharge volume drain and vent
valves OPERABLE at least once per 18
months by verifying that the drain and
vent valves:

1. Close within 30 seconds after
receipt of an actual or simulated
scram signal, and

2. Open when the actual or simulated
scram signal is reset.
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This proposed change removes the requirement to perform the surveillance "when
control rods are scram tested from a normal control rod configuration of less
than or equal to 50% ROD DENSITY." This deletes the requirement to perform
the surveillance with control rods withdrawn, and adds the option of verifying
SDV vent and drain valve operability using an actual or simulated scram
signal. This would allow the surveillance to be performed during shutdown
conditions, which would eliminate approximately 20 scrams at power over the
current 40-year life of the plant, and prevent the concomitant transients and
chal]enges to plant safety systems. The licensee also proposed deleting the
Note at the bottom of page 3/4 1-5, which currently gives exception to TS
4.0.4. The proposed change removes the need to change modes to perform the
surveillance; thus, Note* is no longer needed.

The operability of the SDV vent and drain valves can be satisfactorily
demonstrated during an actual or simulated scram from shutdown conditions,
even though the surveillance test conditions do not match test conditions when
the surveillance was performed at power. At shutdown, reactor coolant
temperatures and pressures are nearly ambient, and the control rod drive (CRD)
discharge flow is reduced due to the rods being fully inserted. The maximum
SDV pressure (back pressure) for a test at shutdown will be equal to the
static pressure head of the reactor pressure vessel (RPV) water, as opposed to
full reactor pressure for a test at 50% rod density. However, the back
pressure and CRD discharge due to a scram from power conditions will not
significantly affect the SDV vent and drain valves closure times, since the
SDV is initially vented. The test pushbuttons provide simulated reactor
protection system (RPS) scram logic signals to the SDV vent and drain valve
solenoid pilot valves to initiate the valve closure response. Testing at WNP-
2 demonstrated that there is less than a 1 second difference in valve closing
time from a scram at less than or equal to 50% rod density versus the closure
time using the test pushbuttons during either power or cold shutdown
conditions. These test results show that the differences in temperatures,
pressures, and CRD discharge flows between power and cold shutdown conditions
have a negligible effect on SDV vent and drain valve closing times.

The proposed surveillance requirement will not demonstrate the ability of the
SDV vent and drain valves to open against a back pressure equal to full
reactor pressure. However, the valves are verified to be open following a
scram reset as part of WNP-2 scram recovery procedures. Thus, the ability of
the valves to open against full reactor pressure wil be demonstrated after
each reactor scram from power. Any necessary repairs and post maintenance
operability testing would be performed prior to startup.

Since the initial conditions of pressure, temperature, and CRD discharge flow
rate will not have an appreciable effect on vent and drain valve performance,
conducting the proposed TS surveillance requirement during shutdown conditions
will not affect the validity of the surveillance results. Thus, the proposed
TS change will still adequately ensure the safety functions of the SDV vent
and drain valves and, therefore, is acceptable.



4.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the Washington State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to the installation or use of
a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20 and changes surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has determined
that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and no
significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
proposed finding that the amendment involves no significant hazards considera-
tion, and there has been no public comment on such finding (59 FR 65828).
Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no
environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in
connection with the issuance of the amendment.

6.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: J. Clifford

Date: February 27, 1995
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8 , Assistant Director - signature (as required)
9. Doris J. Foster-Curseen , LA - Check Tech Specs, Assign Amend. No. and Date
: o~
10. PDIV-2 Secretary , Dispatch é/;)7/9:> IS
Plant(s): : D) (.- D— /Amendrfent No(s). 3?
Subject: \’\Odf(‘,@:xoﬂ of ADT jfm«el Qe @ne O bofR OF (X&

IJ%(‘J/W é‘sd&ré/‘ﬁ/ \)0 \)QY\% (5 &J/C& n Va \/@5

lAppl Date: 3 /?%

SRP Section/Requlation/Policy Stmnt or Req Guide: SLP 4t 3.?0%

ess SJmnWM Q“fg:;j}f

Initial Determination: Significant Hazards Consideration Ind@
<~ No_Significant Hazards Consideration— FRN Date: IQZ/O? / g’
No Initial Determination Made Cite:sy A 58;15'

Notice Period .30 Days. Notice period expires M% ﬁ%(date)
If less than 30 days or hearing request received: Final No Sighificant Hazards
Consideration Determination enclosed: Yes Emergency or Exigency

Input for Biweekly/Individual FR Notice Enclosed: Yes X No

Date PM Consulted with State: 2/2(/ 55 Comments: Yes No X~
Date LA checked with SECY (504-1677/78) for Petitions for Leave to Intervene: OQZQ/ 4; 54
Petitions Filed: Yes No, ,/

Date LA checked with ADM (415-7158) for public comments: _?/.2//95
Comments Filed: Yes 7~ No —

Remarks

3500691

RO oty S TOshere (v coon 58HS- 1379 Mail Stop 0-13E18




